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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. Applicant's election with traverse of claims 12-15, 19, and 20 in the reply filed on 
01 May 2008 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that the examiner has 
failed to establish a lack of unity of invention, and therefore the restriction requirement is 
improper. This is not found persuasive because the evidence in the record, particularly 
the ISR from PCT/JP04/13726, cites "Y" references which establish an a posteriori lack 
of unity of the invention, by showing that the technical features of independent claim 12 
lack an inventive step with respect to the prior art, and therefore do not define a special 
technical contribution over the prior art. See ISPE 10.02-10.036, and PCT Rule 13.2. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. Claims 15 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 15 and 20 recite the limitation that "said damper member is constructed in 
a substantially same shape as said collar." This limitation is indefinite, because "shape" 
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can be difficult to define with respect to a part, particularly the claimed collar, which itself 
is a part of a larger piece. This makes it difficult to determine which portion of the larger 
piece is the collar, and hence, what the shape of the collar is. It appears from the other 
limitations in the claim, particularly "a collar having a plane parallel to a direction 
perpendicular to the stamping direction" that the Applicant intends to claim a 
relationship between the noted plane on the collar, and a corresponding plane on the 
damper member. 

To expedite prosecution, the examiner will interpret the claim as reciting that the 
collar and damper have mating surfaces that are similarly shaped. 
Appropriate correction and/or clarification is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought 
to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 12-15, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hiraga et al., US 4,970,952 A (hereinafter Hiraga) in view of 
Bengtsson, US 4,858,526 A (hereinafter Bengtsson). 

a. Regarding claim 12: 

Hiraga teaches a stamp comprising: a first face (25, Fig. 2); a second print face 
for forming a print image on said stamping object by synthesizing with the print image of 



Application/Control Number: 10/566,646 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2854 

said first print face (10, Fig. 2); and a damper member that presses said first print face 
so that said first print face in a stamping direction is projected more than said second 
print face in the stamping direction with elasticity at the time of no stamping and is 
compressed so that said first print face and said second print face are matched with 
each other with a reaction force applied to said first print face from said stamping object 
at the time of stamping (damper member 25a keeps the first face proud of the second 
until compressed, when first and second faces are even and second face produces a 
print, Fig. 2). 

Hiraga does not teach wherein the first face is a first print face for forming a print 
image on a stamping object. 

Bengtsson teaches a first print face for forming a print image on a stamping 
object (3, Fig. 6); a second print face for forming a print image on said stamping object 
by synthesizing with the print image of said first print face (20, Fig. 3); and wherein said 
first print face and said second print face are matched with each other at the time of 
stamping (both faces stamp an image on the substrate, col. 2, II. 44-48). The first print 
face is advantageous for printing the name of a company or the designation of a place 
(col. 2, II. 45-46), and the second for printing a date (col. 2, 1. 48). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Hiraga such that the first face is a first print face for 
forming a print image, as taught by Bengtsson, because one having ordinary skill in the 
art would recognize that this combination would predictably allow the device of Hiraga to 
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print additional information, such as the name of a company or the designation of a 
place. 

b. Regarding claim 13, the combination of Hiraga and Bengtsson teaches the stamp 
according to claim 12, as discussed in the rejection of claim 12 above. The combination 
of Hiraga and Bengtsson also teaches wherein a length over which said damper 
member is capable of stretching in the stamping direction when not compressed is 
larger than a length over which said first print face is projected with respect to said 
second print face at the time of no stamping (Hiraga: the spring 25a, when not 
compressed, extends first face 25 beyond second face 10, and when compressed, 
allows second face 10 to be even with first face 25, Fig. 2; col. 3, II. 40-50). 

c. Regarding claims 14 and 19, the combination of Hiraga and Bengtsson teaches 
the stamp according to claims 13 and 12, respectively, as discussed in the rejection of 
claims 13 and 12 above. The combination of Hiraga and Bengtsson also teaches a 
movable print body fixed on a main body case and in which a plurality of said second 
print faces are provided protrudedly along the outside face of a belt supported movably 
(Hiraga: 10, Fig. 2); and a fixed print body provided movably in the stamping direction 
with respect to the main body case (Bengtsson, 3, Fig. 1), having an exposure hole 
(Hiraga: 25b, Fig. 2) for exposing one of said second print faces of said movable print 
body out of the main body case and having said first print face for forming a single print 
image by synthesizing with a print image of said second print face exposed from the 
exposure hole, wherein said damper member is provided between said movable print 
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body and said fixed print body such that it always keeps contact therewith (Hiraga: 
damper 25a is between first face 25 and movable print body 10, Fig. 2). 
d. Regarding claims 15 and 20, the combination of Hiraga and Bengtsson teaches 
the stamp according to claims 14 and 19, respectively, as discussed in the rejection of 
claims 14 and 19 above. The combination of Hiraga and Bengtsson also teaches 
wherein said movable print body has a collar having a plane parallel to a direction 
perpendicular to the stamping direction at a portion that said damper member makes 
contact with (Hiraga: body 1 has unlabeled collar portion in contact with upper part of 
spring 25a, Fig. 2) and said damper member is constructed in a substantially same 
shape as said collar (Hiraga: spring 25a has a "shape" that corresponds to the "shape" 
of unlabeled collar, and these corresponding "shapes" allow damper and collar to 
effectively move the second print face into alignment with the first face). 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leo T. Hinze whose telephone number is 571 .272.2864. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Judy Nguyen can be reached on 571 .272.2258. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Anthony H Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2854 



Leo T. Hinze 
Patent Examiner 
AU 2854 
12 August 2008 



